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Section 102(e) requires, among other things, that the applied prior art reference be "by 

another," or different, inventive entity as compared to the inventive entity of the rejected 

claim(s). As set forth in the attached Declaration Under 37 C.F.R. §132 by inventor An Shih, the 

invention recited in rejected claim 6 is his own invention, and not that of the other named 

inventors in the instant application. As such, there is no difference in inventive entity between 

the subject matter recited in the rejected claim 6 and that which is disclosed by inventor Shih's 

own U.S. Patent Publication 2004/0189559. Consequently, the §102(e) requirement that the 

prior art be "by another" is not met in this case. Accordingly, the rejection of claim 6 should be 

withdrawn. 

In view of the foregoing, all of the claims in this case are believed to be in condition for 

allowance. Should the Examiner have any questions or determine that any further action is 

desirable to place this application in even better condition for issue, the Examiner is encouraged 

to telephone Applicants' undersigned representative at the number listed below. 

PILLSBURY WINTHROP SHAW PITTMAN LLP 
1650 Tysons Boulevard 

McLean, VA 22102 Respectfully submitted, 

Tel: 703/770-7900 
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